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than cautious. This tribune of the plebs was Benjamin (afterwards
Sir Benjamin) Hawes, Member for the new constituency of Lambeth,
who was later to live down his early follies and acquire much respect.
Hawes seems to have been taken in by Millard or by M Ward's friends,
and brought the administration of the Museum to the notice of the
House, moving in 1833 for a return of papers. The House was
enough impressed to appoint a Select Committee of Enquiry, under
the Chairmanship of one of the Burgesses for the University of
Oxford, T. G, Bucknall Estcourt, of Estcourt, Of the rest of the
Committee (of which Hawes was one) the most active and intelligent
member was the other Oxford Burgess, Sir Robert Inglis, F.R.8.,
F.S.A., a popular and very influential Member, who had devoted
much time to the work of the Commission on the Public Records,
being the author of the report on them published in 1833, and who
had been a Trustee of the Museum since 1834, Other active members
were Sir Philip Egerton and Lord Stanley, afterwards Lord Derby.
At the end of the first Session the Committee were unable to report,
but the minutes of the evidence they had taken were printed, and
attracted considerable attention, producing fresh witnesses for the
reappointed smaller Committee of 1836; noteworthy among these
was the young Edward Edwards. Jn both Sessions the Committee
made a comprehensive investigation, taking evidence from the officers
and from many men of letters and science outside, including the
leading malcontents. The affair of Millard, which was not specified
in their widely drawn terms of reference, did not occupy them long;
he had not been prepared to face Madden's questions; in their Report
to Parliament they contemptuously made no mention of him what-
ever. To the selection of Trustees, on the other hand, they devoted
considerable attention. Nicolas and others put forward the view he
had expressed in 18305 and the suggestion was made that the appoint-
ments might be made by learned societies, though the chief of them
were already represented by their Presidents ex ojficio. Other witnesses,
such as Olinthus Gregory, were of opinion that the societies were
too much under the influence of coteries to exercise such powers
with good judgment Others held that there was good in the existing
system. Panizzi, the most forcible mouthpiece of this view, declared
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